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Ponak, Rich 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Dear Mr. Panak, 

 
Tuesday, March 29, 2016 1:56 PM 
Panak, Rich 
Additions to our Conversation ... 

Thank you for calling me back and for your time I know you are incredibly busy. You mentioned the Property 
Management Company had informed you only a small amount of drywall was being removed. The insulation 
behind the entirety of the drywall for the two rooms (approximately 10 x 18 ft and 10 x 13 feet) is also being 
removed. That insulation tested positive in tests done prior to the project which began a year ago. 

Regards, 
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Ponak, Rich 

From: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, March 28, 2016 11:54 AM 
Panak, Rich 

Subject: RE: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Hi, Rich: 

From Everett's voice mail I just forwarded to you, it seems that work is still on going and that the 
company doing this work does not seem to be licensed and that ceiling popcorn containing asbestos 
is been removed. Please listen to Everett message I forward to find out if there is any new 
information that we need to check out 

Thank you. 

,_!lfr1!i11UI <.q5! ,'/ltrirtNtl 
Fatima El Abdaoui, Ph.D., Chief 
Pesticides & Asbestos Programs Branch 
EPA Region 111, 3LC62 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029 
Tel: (215) 814-2129 
Fax: (215) 814-3113 
EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@EPA.GOV 

From: Panak, Rich 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 11:32 AM 
To: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima <EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@epa.gov> 
Subject: RE: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

I reviewed this before and the rest of the documents from last year. There are NO violations. This is not even regulated. 

From: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Panak, Rich <Ponak.Rich@epa.gov> 
Cc: sorto, evelyn <sorto.evelyn@epa.gov>; daw, harry <daw.harry@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Hi, Rich: 

Please review the attached documents and follow-up with MOE. 

We need to respond to HQ. From the e-mail below, HQ was trying to contact you. Did discuss this 
with them? 

Thank you. 
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Fatima El Abdaoui, Ph.D., Chief 
Pesticides & Asbestos Programs Branch 
EPA Region Ill, 3LC62 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029 
Tel: (215) 814-2129 
Fax: (215) 814-3113 
EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@EPA.GOV 

From: Bishop, Everett 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 10:54 AM 
To: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima <EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@epa.gov> 
Cc: Duffy, Rick <Duffy.Rick@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Fatima-

Here is the information Rick received from  regarding the Wight Bay condominiums that I mentioned in my 
voice message. 

Everett Bishop 
US EPA 
Office of Compliance 
(202) 564-7032 
bishop.everett@epa.gov 

From: Duffy, Rick 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:38 AM 
To: Bishop, Everett <Bishop.Everett@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

From:  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:35 AM 
To: Duffy, Rick <Duffy.Rick@epa.gov> 
Subject: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Mr. Duffy, 

I have tried to gather the records which you requested on Friday during our conversation. As I mentioned 
Friday, our notes from phone calls we made and voice messages we left, for whom and when are in our condo 
and for our safety as discussed we are not returning to the condo until we have assurances it is safe to do 
so, i.e. thorough negative air and carpet testing, where the testing is performed with the correct 
methodology. 

I have attached: 
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• the asbestos positive test results done by the Condo Board, 
• the report from the expert we hired to do testing specifically in our unit (with the goal of Dr. White providing the 

Condo Board, Property Management Company- OCREM and Contractors with the exact scope of work which 
indeed required asbestos abatement and containment), 

• the air clearance test received after our conversation on Friday which was done BEFORE all work in the unit was 
completed (lacks methodology, sample number etc), 

• photo of the Notice of Asbestos Project, and 
• emails exchanged with MOE (in chronological order) 

As you can see from the email exchanges between my sister and MDE, the Condo Board and OCREM 
essentially duped MDE. As we discussed, they apparently knew exactly how to cut corners in just the right way 
so they could state abatement and containment was being done even though they had only contracted to 
have such done on two sets of windows for each of 136 units but not on the third set of windows, not on the 
front doors and not on any of the two sets of 3-paneled glass slider doors. All of this work was permitted by 
the City under one permit, and although the work was broken up over time, possibly in an attempt to be 
under the 260 linear feet threshold, it indeed meets the threshold. 

I know you said you wanted to speak to Mr. Ponak from Region 3 in Philadelphia this morning and I hope you 
will get back to me after you have made that connection. I look forward to hearing from Mr. Bishop today 
regarding a game plan moving forward, specifically regarding doing disturbed air and carpet testing and 
determining from those results combined with a site visit any necessary decontamination protocols. Time is of 
the essence as we can not afford to stay in a hotel more than a couple more days and otherwise we would be 
homeless. If there is an independent person you trust and know performs the disturbed air and carpet tests 
with the correct methodology, please send me their contact info. We really need to have this testing done 
today or tomorrow. As we discussed safety is our top priority. 

Please confirm you received this as I know there are several attachments. 

I appreciate your time and assistance with this matter. 

Regards, 
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Ponak, Rich 

From: Panak, Rich 
Sent: 
To: 

Monday, March 28, 2016 11 :32 AM 
EI-Abdaoui, Fatima 

Subject: RE: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

I reviewed this before and the rest of the documents from last year. There are NO violations. This is not even regulated. 

From: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 11:29 AM 
To: Panak, Rich <Ponak.Rich@epa.gov> 
Cc: sorta, evelyn <sorto.evelyn@epa.gov>; daw, harry <daw.harry@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Hi, Rich: 

Please review the attached documents and follow-up with MOE. 

We need to respond to HQ. From the e-mail below, HQ was trying to contact you. Did discuss this 
with them? 

Thank you. 

Fatima El Abdaoui, Ph.D., Chief 
Pesticides & Asbestos Programs Branch 
EPA Region 111, 3LC62 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103-2029 
Tel: (215) 814-2129 
Fax: (215) 814-3113 
EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@EPA.GOV 

From: Bishop, Everett 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 10:54 AM 
To: EI-Abdaoui, Fatima <EI-Abdaoui.Fatima@epa.gov> 
Cc: Duffy, Rick <Duffy.Rick@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Fatima-

Here is the information Rick received from  regarding the Wight Bay condominiums that I mentioned in my 

voice message. 

Everett Bishop 
US EPA 
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Office of Compliance 
(202) 564-7032 
bishop.everett@epa.gov 

From: Duffy, Rick 
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:38 AM 
To: Bishop, Everett <Bishop.Everett@epa.gov> 
Subject: FW: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

From:  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2016 9:35 AM 
To: Duffy, Rick <Duffy.Rick@epa.gov> 
Subject: Follow-Up to Our Conversation re Asbestos Emergency 

Mr. Duffy, 

I have tried to gather the records which you requested on Friday during our conversation. As I mentioned 
Friday, our notes from phone calls we made and voice messages we left, for whom and when are in our condo 
and for our safety as discussed we are not returning to the condo until we have assurances it is safe to do 
so, i.e. thorough negative air and carpet testing, where the testing is performed with the correct 
methodology. 

I have attached: 

• the asbestos positive test results done by the Condo Board, 
• the report from the expert we hired to do testing specifically in our unit (with the goal of Dr. White providing the 

Condo Board, Property Management Company- OCREM and Contractors with the exact scope of work which 
indeed required asbestos abatement and containment), 

• the air clearance test received after our conversation on Friday which was done BEFORE all work in the unit was 
completed (lacks methodology, sample number etc), 

• photo of the Notice of Asbestos Project, and 
• emails exchanged with MDE (in chronological order) 

As you can see from the email exchanges between my sister and MDE, the Condo Board and OCREM 
essentially duped MDE. As we discussed, they apparently knew exactly how to cut corners in just the right way 
so they could state abatement and containment was being done even though they had only contracted to 
have such done on two sets of windows for each of 136 units but not on the third set of windows, not on the 
front doors and not on any of the two sets of 3-paneled glass slider doors. All of this work was permitted by 
the City under one permit, and although the work was broken up over time, possibly in an attempt to be 
under the 260 linear feet threshold, it indeed meets the threshold. 

I know you said you wanted to speak to Mr. Ponak from Region 3 in Philadelphia this morning and I hope you 
will get back to me after you have made that connection. I look forward to hearing from Mr. Bishop today 
regarding a game plan moving forward, specifically regarding doing disturbed air and carpet testing and 
determining from those results combined with a site visit any necessary decontamination protocols. Time is of 
the essence as we can not afford to stay in a hotel more than a couple more days and otherwise we would be 
homeless. If there is an independent person you trust and know performs the disturbed air and carpet tests 
with the correct methodology, please send me their contact info. We really need to have this testing done 

today or tomorrow. As we discussed safety is our top priority. 
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Please confirm you received this as I know there are several attachments. 

I appreciate your time and assistance with this matter. 

Regards, 
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Ponak, Rich 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Fatima, 

Ponak, Rich 
Wednesday, February 03, 2016 9:05 AM 
EI-Abdaoui, Fatima 
Wight Bay Condominiums 

I inspected the Wight Bay Condominiums in Ocean City, Maryland on January 28, 2016. I met with Eugene Jubber 
Community Association Manager for the property owner O.C. Real Estate Management Inc. and Mike Mccarraher 
maintence person at Wight Bay. I informed the parties that there was a complaint regarding asbestos being disturbed 
during a renovation project. Jubber stated there was no renovations going and that they had window and door 
renovations during the spring of 2015. During that project exterior stucco containing asbestos was removed by a 
Maryland licensed asbestos abatement company. Jubber stated that no work was done inside of or on the exterior of 
unit  Jubber stated they have an ongoing court case with that unit and some work will be conducted in that unit in 
March. 

Thanks, Rich 
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NESHAP Inspection Report 

Date(s): January 28, 2016 

Site: Wight Bay Condominiums 
 Costal Highway 

Ocean City, MD 21842 

Inspector: Richard Ponak 

On January 28, 2016, an asbestos NESHAP inspection was conducted at the Wight Bay 
Condominiums located in Ocean City, Maryland by Richard Ponak an EPA Enforcement Officer. 
The inspection was conducted due to a tip/complaint from a citizen. The complaint stated that 
there was an ongoing renovation project that was disturbing asbestos. 

Upon arrival, inspector Ponak met with Mike McCarraher, maintenance supervisor for 
the Wight Bay Condominiums. Credentials were shown to Mr. McCarrher and Mr; McCarrher 
was informed of the complaint and the scope of the inspection. Mr. McCarrher contacted Eugene 
lubber, of O.C. Real Estate Management. Once Mr. Jubber arrived, inspector Ponak asked him if 
there are or were any renovation projects going on that may have disturbed asbestos. Mr. Jubber 
stated there are currently no renovation projects going on except some elevator work. Mr. lubber 
said some exterior asbestos containing stucco was removed by a certified asbestos abatement 
contractor last spring as part of a window and door replacement project. Mr. Jubber then stated 
that the property owner had an ongoing law suite with the tenant's unit number 548. Jubber said 
that no asbestos containing materials were removed from the interior or exterior of unit 548. 
Jubber said the tenants in unit would not allow any asbestos abatement. Jubber stated the 
court has ordered the owners to relocate the residents of unit  while a leaking door was 
replaced. The project would involve a small amount of low percentage asbestos containing joint 
compound to be removed by an asbestos contractor. Jubber said this work would be done in 
March 2016. 

The inspector then inspected areas where the asbestos containing stucco had been 
removed. Mr. Jubber informed the inspector that he would send him copies of the building 
inspection and air sampling results. 

Ric~~ 

Enforcement Officer 

(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)

(b) 
(6)



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
REGION Ill 

1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103-2029 

Asbestos File # Project Name __ ......._~-'--'----'---+-,---"'.......__d-_"'.....,' ..... k_,_k_~_.f __ ---------
Project Location ----~-:..."""""~~'--/,', _____ _ Project Start Date _ ___, _ ___, ___ _ 

Inspection Da~te ~ / 2 8//6 
lnspector(s) th ;!i .... /4-Contractor ________________ _ , 

On-Site Supervisor ________________ _ 

Type of Project: Removal Demolition 

Phase of Project: Pre-Job _ Set-Up _ Removal _ Post 

Inspection Number 1st X 2nd_ 3rd_ 4th_ 

On-Site Representative M, JI ff CC~ 

Company Name {J • c., f,ef,f/ f (}J_j. ~ ±'C· 
On-SiteSupervisor (1ufjk1-<. vub~ -JA4;1t T~l.r---- /uo-li-~ 
Type of Removal Gross ___ Glove-Bag___ Other ~ 
NESHAP'S REQUIREMENTS 

Is Removal: Planned Emergency_ 

If Planned, was Notification Postmarked 1 O Working Days Prior to the Start of the Project? Yes_ No_ 

Category of ACM to be Removed: 

Regulated ACM _ CAT. I CAT. II 

NIA 

COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:~----~-r------------------1-

JAJr I vt- [he c--- /c> v-.__ 

vj,;tJ{_ 

'"' •V" I- . 
, I 

bv r} .J ;.. J ~ I 4 ]O 'f 

Printed on I 00% recycled/recyclable paper with I 00% post-consumer fiber and process chlorine free. 
Customer Service Hotline: 1-800-438-2474 · 
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